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Fig.	2.	Number	of	bee	specimens	captured	at	three	sites	u2lizing	
two	types	of	colored	bowls	and	sweep	sampling.	
Fig.	3.	Cumula2ve	accumula2on	of	bee	species	collected	vs.	
collec2ng	events	(sampling	days).	
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Fig.	1.	Diversity	of	bee	species	collected.	
